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Dear Sir: 

Applicant submits the following interview summary for interviews held with the Examiner on 
October 12, 2006 and October 13, 2006, and comments regarding an Information Disclosure Statement. 
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1. 



Interview Summary 



On October 12, 2006, the undersigned held a telephone interview with Examiner Poltorak. 
During the interview, we discussed the allowability of claims 1-21, 24, 26-28, 30-38, 42-45, and 54-55 
and an Examiner's amendment to cancel claim 56, On October 13, 2006, the undersigned informed the 
Examiner that support for the amendment to the specification made in Applicant's response of August 13, 
2006 is located in the specification at page 5, lines 3-6 and page 6, lines 8-13, and that Applicant 
approved of the Examiner's amendment cancelling claim 56 if the amendment would put the application 
in a condition for allowance. 
2. Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) 

Applicant desires confirmation that the Examiner has considered the references numbered 1-8 and 
10-24 listed on the on the IDS submitted by Applicant on February 21, 2002 and received by the Patent 
Office on March 5, 2002. In the Office Action mailed June 6, 2005, the Examiner indicated that the 
Caronni et al. reference (reference #9 of the IDS submitted February 21, 2002) had been placed in the 
application file, but that the information referred to therein had not been considered as to the merits. The 
Examiner drew a line through reference #9. Applicant subsequently submitted another IDS citing the 
Caronni et al. reference, which the Examiner reviewed on October 19, 2005. Applicant believes that 
since the Examiner did not draw lines through any of the references numbered 1-8 and 10-24, the 
Examiner's initials and arrows drawn on the IDS submitted February 21, 2002 indicate that the Examiner 
has considered the references numbered 1-8 and 10-24. Applicant respectfully requests the Examiner 
provide written notice to the Applicant if any of the references numbered 1-8 and 10-24 on the IDS 
submitted February 21, 2002 have not been considered by the Examiner. 



Respectfully submitted, 



McDonnell boehnen 
hulbert & berghoff llp 





David L. Ciesielski 
Reg. No. 57,432 
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